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REMARKS 

In the present response, claims 1, 18, and 37 are amended. No New matter in 
introduced (see, e.g., FIGS. 10, 24 and 37 and discussion in Applicants' published application 
thereof). Thus, claims 1-37 currently are currently pending, of which claims 1 and 18 are 
independent. 

The present Office Action includes a rejection of under 35 U.S.C. §101, based on 

finding o f n on- s tatuto ry s ubject m atter. In re sponse to this re jection, claim 37 h as b een 

amended to recite a "tangible"' computer readable medium to correct the noted informality. 
Accordingly, all of the present claims are in compliance with 35 U.S.C. §101 and no further 
rejection on such a basis is anticipated. If, however, the Examiner should disagree, the 
Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned attomey who will be happy to work with the 
Exammer in a jomt ettort to denve mutually satisf actory claim language. 

The present Office Action further includes a rejection of claims 1-37 under 35 U.S.C. 

§ 102(e), as anticipated by Leung (USP 6,769,1 14). However, Applicants respectfully submit 
that Leung fails to disclose, teach or suggest all of the features recited in the pending claims. 
For example, independent claims 1 and 18, as amended, recite the novel features of 
"analyzing the source code under test to generate a map of the source code under test or a tree 
structure for the source code under test, and to generate a scan file of all or a portion of the 
map or tree structure of the source code under test." 

By contrast, Leung is silent with respect Lo the novel feature of analyzing source code 
under test to generate a map of the source code under test or a tree structure for the source 
code under test, and to generate a scan file of all or a portion of the map or tree structure of 
the source code under test, in the manner claimed in independent claims 1 and 18, as 
amended. Advantageously, the claimed invention provides for processing of source code 
including a plurality of source code objects, as with beta testing, whereas the prior art, 
including Leung, merely process single source code objects, as with alpha testing. By 
contrast, Leung fails lo disclose, teach or suggest the noted feamres or advantages of the 

invention recited in independent claims 1 and 18, as amended. 

Ac cordingly, independent claims 1 and 18, as a me nded, are pat e nta bl y d istinguis h abl e 

over Leung. The dependent claims 2-17 and 19-37 are allowable over Leung on their own 
merits, and for at least the arguments set forth above with respect top their independent 
claims 1 and 18. 
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The prior art that has been cited, but not applied by the Examiner, has been taken into 
consideration during formulation of this response. However, since this art was not 
considered by the Examiner to be of sufficient relevance to apply against any of the claims, 
no detailed comments thereon are believed to be warranted at this time. 

Li view of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully submit that the present application is 
in condition for allowance and a notice to that effect is respectfully requested. If, however, 
the Ex aminer deems that any issue re mains after considering this re sponse, the Ex aminer is 
invited to contact the undersigned attomey who will be happy to work with the Examiner in a 
joint effort to work out a mutually satisfactory solution and so as to expedite the prosecution 
of the present case. 



Kespecttully submitted. 
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